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them were taught how to diagnose and
give a prognosis for these types of rare
diseases in medical school.

In fact, out of all of the medical
schools in our country, only one, the
Department of Defense Uniform Serv-
ices University of Health Science,
USUHS, has in its core curriculum a
program to teach its medical students
how to diagnose and treat casualties
that have been exposed to chemical, bi-
ological, or radiological agents.

That, Mr. Speaker, is why I have in-
troduced legislation to create a part-
nership between the Department of De-
fense and the Department of Veterans’
Affairs that tasks these two agencies
to develop and disseminate a program
to both our current medical profes-
sionals and current medical students in
the Nation’s medical schools. We al-
ready have a nexus in place between
our medical universities, where there is
a VA hospital in close proximity. That
nexus is already in place and that is
what we plan to tap into.

The combination of DOD’s expertise
in the field of treating casualties re-
sulting from an unconventional attack
and the VA’s infrastructure of 171 med-
ical centers, 800 clinics, satellite broad-
cast capabilities, and a preexisting af-
filiation with 80 medical schools will
enable the current and future medical
professionals in this country to become
knowledgeable and medically com-
petent in the treatment of casualties
that we all hope will never materialize.

However, Mr. Speaker, we cannot af-
ford to assume that our country will
never have to experience a massive bio-
logical, chemical, or radiological at-
tack on the American people. We must,
as elected Members, sent by our con-
stituents to Washington to represent
their interests, act to ensure that if
the worst of fears are realized, our
medical professionals will be ready and
able to deal with these situations.

Mr. Speaker, I will insert the rest of
the statement in the RECORD.

Mr. Speaker, I cannot impress upon you
enough the urgency of making sure this pro-
posal is adopted. Both the American Medical
Association and the American Association of
Medical Colleges have thrown the full weight
of their support behind this plan. These two
organizations, made up of the doctors who will
be on the front lines of this new war, know
how vital it is to receive this educational pack-
age that the Uniformed Services University of
Health Sciences and the VA are currently de-
veloping to disseminate to the Nation’s med-
ical community.

It is often said that knowledge is power, and
in this instance nothing could be truer. The
knowledge resulting from the implementation
of this act is critical. Our medical professionals
need to be exposed to training methods that
would enable them to save lives, and I can
think of no greater power than that.

Please, join with me and support this impor-
tant piece of legislation.

f

MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT

A message in writing from the Presi-
dent of the United States was commu-

nicated to the House by Ms. Wanda
Evans, one of his secretaries.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Oregon (Mr. DEFAZIO) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. DEFAZIO addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

f

ENVIRONMENTAL REGULATIONS
FOR SMALL BUSINESSES

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Indiana (Mr. PENCE) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. PENCE. Mr. Speaker, I had two
countervailing experiences today. One
was to travel to the botanical gardens
here on the Capitol Mall and meet with
the extraordinary personnel of the En-
vironmental Protection Agency that
are overseeing the decontamination at
the Hart Senate Office Building and in
the offices of the three Members of
Congress who have been affected by an-
thrax contamination.

I witnessed then, as I have witnessed
in days past, extraordinary profes-
sionalism and a deep commitment to
creating an environment that is safe
for us and for our staff. The EPA has
earned a special place in my heart in
the last week. But then I traveled just
moments later, Mr. Speaker, across the
street where I chaired the Sub-
committee on Regulatory Reform and
Oversight where I serve as chairman on
the Committee on Small Business.

It was there that we took a hard look
at the inadequacy of regulatory anal-
yses that agencies use to support rule-
making. And the special emphasis re-
grettably, Mr. Speaker, was on one
agency in particular that was singled
out by witness after witness for its
poor regulatory analyses, and that
agency was the Environmental Protec-
tion Agency.

The hearing that we convened today
was all about the way that the EPA
goes about evaluating the cost and ben-
efit of regulations on small businesses.
Small business owners are very famil-
iar with the burdens that Federal regu-
lations place on them. Many studies in-
cluding those sponsored by the Office
of Advocacy of the United States Small
Business Administration have shown
that small businesses face dispropor-
tionately higher costs to comply with
Federal regulations, including those
issued by the EPA than their larger
business counterparts. Thus, accurate
estimates of costs, if derived from the
experiences of large businesses often,
Mr. Speaker, paint a false picture of
the impact of regulations or the impact
of an EPA regulation on a small busi-
ness. And if the EPA misjudges the
economic impact, it often produces an
irrational rule that wages war on the
vitality of small business America.

It seems to me, Mr. Speaker, that the
polestar of the rule-making process is

that regulations should be rational.
When Congress passed the Administra-
tive Procedure Act of 1946, it believed
that the process of notice, comment,
and agency response to the public com-
ment would be sufficient conditions to
ensure rational outcome. After the reg-
ulatory onslaught in the 1970’s which
saw the creation of the EPA, and the
enactment of many statutes that EPA
implements by rule-making, Congress
and the executive branch determined
that further refinements were nec-
essary.

Congress imposed new analytical re-
quirements to assess the impacts on
small business and other entities.
Presidents Reagan, Bush, and Clinton
produced executive orders all in dif-
ferent ways mandating the analysis of
cost and benefits. And even my own
predecessor, Congressman David
McIntosh, led the charge here on Cap-
itol Hill to create a rational process
whereby the regulatory state would
analyze the cost of the regulations
versus the benefit to the environment
or the health and safety of employees.

In 1980 Congress enacted the Regu-
latory Flexibility Act as well. The RFA
represents another tool in the
decisional calculus designed to develop
rational rules. The Reg Flex Act, as it
is affectionately known by many in
small business circles, requires Federal
agencies to consider whether their pro-
posal for final regulations will have a
significant economic impact on a sub-
stantial number of small businesses.

Despite this legacy since 1946 of de-
manding a rational foundation for gov-
ernment regulations, Mr. Speaker,
sadly, today at our hearing we heard of
a very very different tale, indeed. What
I heard from one witness after another
is that not only the EPA but many
Federal and administrative agencies
pay very little regard to the difference
between the size of businesses when
they impose paperwork requirements.
And their estimates of the cost of com-
pliance are often far afield of the re-
ality of many small businesses like the
one that I started in my basement or
like the one my late father ran
throughout his lifetime in Columbus,
Indiana.

There is a great Biblical tale of the
pharisee, Mr. Speaker, who heaps bur-
den upon burden on the traveler but
never lifts a finger to help them carry
that burden. At our hearing today for
the Subcommittee on Regulatory Re-
form and Oversight of the Committee
on Small Business, we heard the need
for the EPA and other elements of the
administration in the regulatory state
to cease adding burdens to travelers
but now to begin to think about the
size and scope of those enterprises, to
lift that burden and let us begin an era
of unburdening American small busi-
ness of Federal and regulatory red
tape.

VerDate 06-NOV-2001 02:16 Nov 09, 2001 Jkt 099060 PO 00000 Frm 00041 Fmt 7634 Sfmt 0634 E:\CR\FM\K08NO7.083 pfrm02 PsN: H08PT1


		Superintendent of Documents
	2016-09-21T10:03:28-0400
	US GPO, Washington, DC 20401
	Superintendent of Documents
	GPO attests that this document has not been altered since it was disseminated by GPO




